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‘This is  to advise you that, 011 February 16, 2001, SBC Communications Inc. filed a Petition 
for Review, and on March S, 2001, the Verizon telephone companies also filed a Petition for 
Review pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 402(a) of: (1) the Third Report and Order in CC Docket No. 
98-147, Fourth Report and Order in CC Docket No. 96-98, Deployment of Wireline Services 
Q[jering Advanced Telecommunications Capubiliry and Implementation of the Local 
Competition Provisions ef che Telecommunicutions Act of 1996, 14 FCC Rcd 20912 (1999) 
(“Line Sharing Order”); and (2) the Third Report and Order on Reconsideration in  CC Docket 
No.  98-147. Fourth Report and Order on Reconsideration in CC Docket No. 96-98, Third 
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 98-147, Sixth Further Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-98, Deployment o j  Wireline Services Qfering 
Advunced Trlr~communications Capubiliy und Implernentarion of the Locul Competition 
Provisions ofrhe Telecommunicurion,v Act of1996, FCC 01-26 (rel. Jan. 19, 2001) (“Line 
Shuring Rer.on.tiderarion Order”). On March 5 ,  2001, the United States Telt.com Association 
filed a Petition for Review o f  only the Line Sharing Reconsideration Order because it has a 
pending Petition for Review in the Court of the Line Shuring Order. 

Petitioners challenge the FCC’s reconsideration order and initial order in which the FCC 
institutcd line sharing obligations for iiicumbent LECs, and established spectrum management 
policies and rules. 

The Court has docketed these cases as Nos. 01-1075, 01-1102 and 01-1103, atid consolidated 
the cases. The attorney assigned to handle the litigation of these cases is Laurence N .  Bourne. 
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